Testing is necessary on animals as well as in vitro
SIR -Your News Feature "More than a cosmetic change" (Nature 438, 144-146; 2005) includes an emotive photograph showing the heads of six white rabbits, immobilized to have substances dropped into their eyes, with the caption "Tests that put chemicals into the eyes of rabbits have changed little since the 1940s". This is not true, at least as far as Britain is concerned. We are all aware of the setbacks, but the overall picture is hardly that of animal research being driven out. It is true that animal-rights groups have won a few victories in Britain during the last few years, but they have done so at the cost of alienating the vast majority of the general public. A recent ICM opinion poll (see www. icmresearch.co.uk/reviews/latest-polls.asp) indicates that a clear majority of UK adults support the use of animals for medical research. During the past decade -which has seen animal-rights extremist campaigns of unprecedented scale, ferocity and sophistication -public and media support for the use of animals in research has in fact increased significantly.
The University of Oxford, with the support of the UK government and the overwhelming support of its own student body (www. cherwell.org/show_article.php?id=3868), is willing to face down the extremists.
These are strong indications that the animal-rights extremist campaign has reached its high-water mark and that the tide is now turning against it. The victory against extremism is there for the taking, but the scientific community must learn to reach up and grab it. That means refusing to be intimidated, standing up for our science and, perhaps most important, staying positive.
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Why should child care be seen as a women's issue? SIR -It has been a few decades since families started raising their daughters to have high personal and professional ambitions. But still only a small minority of women remain in science after their postdoctoral phasemainly those who have postponed or forgone motherhood, or are among the lucky few with access to high-quality affordable child care.
The fact that the issue of childcare availability is discussed in relation to women's careers (Nature 437, 296 and 446-447; 2005) , instead of young scientists' careers in general, speaks for itself of the bias regarding the role of women in the family and in the workplace.
If women are to share positions that were traditionally occupied almost exclusively by men, what we need is not just affordable child care but a new social 'family contract' , coherent with expectations about women's self-fulfilment and the maintenance of the family as an important institution.
